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Plebeian, which do not at all anſwer to 
Lords and Commons join'd with a 
in all Acts of Legiſlation : If we leave 
off talking of the Nature of Ariſtocra- 
ezes and Democracies, which only amuſe 
and diſtract the Mind of the Enqui- 
rer: If we take out of the Queſtion all 
Alluſions to the Ephors of the Lacedæmo- 
nians, as diſtant in their Condition from 
the State of our Peers, as in the Situa- 
tion of their Country; all Stories of the 
Nobles of Denmark, or of the Power of 
our Barons in Times of Old, which has 
no relation to the Power of the Peers 
of Great Britain, in the Condition in 
which this Bill leaves them, furround- 
ed with a World of Rich and Free 
Commoners ; I fay, if theſe and the 
like Words and Things be quite remo- 
ved, and the Conſideration of Men con- 
fined to a few Points which ought, and 
which mult, determine the Equity or 
Iniquity, the Wiſdom or Weakneſs of 
the Scheme now before the Parliament ; 
We might wre os 8 might, 
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on both ſides, be more clear, and leſs 
perplext, in their Sentiments than they 
yet ſeem to be. The Queſtions which 
follow, are, I think, the principal and 
indeed the only ones of any Conſequence 
in this Matter. 


I. Why are the Lords generally fo 
very fond of this Bill? Is not this an 
Evidence that there is ſomething in it, 


that ſhould make a Commoner averſe 
to it ? 


Anſw. The firſt Thought about it, 
which accurs to the Generality of the 
Peers, may be this; that it makes every 
ſingle Peerage certainly more valuable. 
And I believe truly that whatever fond- 
neſs has been ſhewn for it by the Lords, 
has been the Effect of this Confiderati- 
on ; with which it is natural enough 
for them to be pleaſed. Burt why a 
Commoner ſhould be at all diſpleaſed at 
this; or what hurt this can do to the 
whole Conſtitution, is not fo eaſily ſeen. 
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Como ought not to fike it th 
wotſe':fdr this; becauſe all Vacancies] 
are to be ſupplied out of. the Commouer, 
to whom it becomes à more valuable 
Promotion j and more, becauſe this VX. 
lue added to every ſingle. Prrruge, nel 
ther now brings, nor for the future 
portends, any Miſchief to the Pub- 
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u But will not this Bil, if it ——_ 
render the whole Body of Peers, as ſuch, 
too conſiderable, and of too great 
weight in the Ballance of our Govern- 
er. 3 
he th, rhe have argued thus, 
merely” from the Value accruing to eve- 
ty fiogle Peerage. It is true that every 
PR le FP will be more conſiderable 
in ihn ene, as he will poſſeſs a more 
valuable Thing than he will poſſeſs 
without this Bill. But it is. not true that 
the whole Number, as determined by 
this Bill, will be near ſo conſiderable, | 
as a greater Number muſt be, ſuppoſing | 
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them to go on increaſing. The not di- 
ſtinguiſhing theſe two Points, has been 
the occaſion of great Confuſion, and, I 
think, Contradiction, in ſome Perſon: 
Sentiments about this Matter; which to 
me ſtands plainly thus, 


The ſmaller the Number of Peers 
the greater the Value of any fing'e 
Peerage ; Which yet will not be very 2 
normous, in a Number excecding 7 
Hanared, But the greater the Number 
of Peers is, the more Land and Moy, 
will be poſſeſſed by the whole Body © 
Peers taken together; the more nun. 
rous will be ther Relations, Friend. 
quaintance and Ocpendauts: the Aron 
er their Influence en firſt Electiny 
then ruling a Houſe of Com 
I rake to be the unavoidable Con 
of the Namber Ot Peers going Ot: ) 
creaſe for Multitudes of Years; that 
Houſe of Commons weill be 
than the Houſe of Peers over 
of Their Creatures, ile 
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tatives of the Commons of Great Britain, 
but of the Lords; not the Repreſenters 
of Property, unleſs it be by repreſenting 
the Peers, who will then have moſt 
of the Property in their Hands: EleQ- 
ed neceſſarily, in truth, by thoſe againſt 
whom they ought to be a Ballance, and 
influenced entirely (it will be too proba- 
bly ſo) by Thoſe from whom they 
would now keep up thegreateſt DiſtinQi- 
on. This will be making the Body of 
of Peers conſiderable, not in a little addi- 
tion to their perſonal Vanity; but in an 
important Point, which threatens that 
Ballance of Power in our Government, 
the Deſtruction of which is the Deſtru- 
Cion of the Whole. 


III. But will not this Bill make the 
Houſe of Peers within Doors, too con- 
ſiderable in a Senſe of more fatal Con- 
lequence to our Conſtitution, by making 
it impoſſible for the Crown to put an 
End to any Difference between the Two 
Houles, by throwing in a Number of 

Loras 
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Lords to determine what muſt be other- 
wiſe the Cauſe of great Evils ? 


Anſw. There may be ill Conſequences 
of a very good Thing. The Queſtion 
is, whether this be à certain ill Conſe- 
quence; of the paſſing the Bill, as the o- 
ther I have now mentioned, is, of the 
not paſſing it. And another Queſtion 
then will be, which is the worſe of the 


two Evils. 


1. This is ſo far from being an ill 
Conſequence, that it will be a very good 
Conſequence of this Bill, ſuppoſing the 
Commons to attempt what 15 ruinous to 
the Publick, and the Peers to make a 


ſtand againſt this. It will be a Happi- 
pineſs to the Nation, that the Crown, 
(ſuppoſing it with the Commons,) has it not 
in its Power to force a Qgeſtion through, 
(for at beſt it is a Force) for the detri- 
ment of the Whole. 


— — 
— 
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2. Suppoſing it a good Thing which the 


Commons are engaged in, and an obſtinate 


Oppoſition made to it by the Lords: It 
is certain, this will be an accidental In- 
convenience. But then, what is the 
Remedy, ſuppoſing this Bill not to paſs? 
What is the Method to be put in Pra- 
Qice, in order to carry this good Thing 


through the Houſe of Lords? Why, 


the Crows, it is ſaid, can then make a 
Number of Lords to out - ballance the 
Majority of thoſe who oppoſe it. A Re- 
medy worle perhaps than the Diſeaſe it 
ſel. Fer the Diſeaſe being always e- 
qually likely to return, the Crown muft 
perpetually apply this Remedy, and fo 
may come to the Neceſſity ſometimes 
of making, not Twelve, but Fifty or a 
Hundred Lords at once, according as the 
Majority happens to be. | 


And conſidering the Conduct of 
Humane Affairs, and that it is at 


leaſt as 1 that a bad Bill may 
come from the Commons to the Houſe 


of 
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Lords, as a good one, and may be ob- 
ſtinately oppoſed ; Then, this Method 
muſt and will be uſed to carry a pernici- 
ous Point (ſuppoſing the Crown to be 
on the fide of it, which is the Suppoſiti- 
on here ;) and ſo the Whole be as likely, 
at leaſt, to ſuffer as to gain by this Pri- 
pu viledge in the Crown remaining un- 


bounded. 


3. This is a Force, it cannot be deni- 
ed, upon the Freedom of the Houſe of 
Loras ; and if ſuch a Force can be conten- 


ded for, by the Lovers of Liberty, why 
will not they be ſatisfied with another : 


ſort of Force, not at all more contrary 
to the Liberty of Votes than this, which 
will remain in the Crown after this Bill 
is paſſed, and that is, the Force of Bri- 
bery. For if it be ſo deſirable a Thing 
that the Crown ſhould have the Power 
of putting an End to a Difference be- 
tween the Two Houſes, and of forcing 
a Queſtion through the Lords by addition» 
al Numbers on purpoſe; why ſhould it 

not 
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is 18700 pak the ſame Kad, hy car- 
ry through a Point in Debate? This i 
no more Force than the other; and fie: 
ly to be as effectual both for good and 
for bad Purpoſes. But they who diſlike 
the One, ought not to contend for the 
Other. 


What I mean is, That this Argument 
cannot be good, becauſe it. would be of 
equal Force againſt putting a ſtop to 
Bribery in the Crown. Suppoling, for In- 
ſtance, that a Method were propoſed, 
which could entirely put a Stop to Bri- 
bery, by taking away from the Crows that 
particular Power, without hurtiog any 
other belonging to it; Would it not 
appear very odd, for an Advocate of 
Freedom in Parliament, to reply to ſuch 
a Propoſal.— Indeed Bribery is not in 
« itſelf a good Thing. It has been uſed, 
e almoſt to the Ruin of the Whole. It 
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(15) 
« my be uſed more effectually for that 
« Purpoſe, in time to come. But then, 
« in Caſe of a Difference between the 
« Two Houſes, how obſtinate will the 
« Lords ſhew Themſelves, when They 
„ ſhall know it to be impoſſible to re- 
e ceive any Gifts, or to be brib'd out of 
te their Stubbornneſs ? And who would 
„ take away from the Crown ſuch a 
“Jewel, as the Power of Bribery, when 
e ſuch a ConjunQure may poſſibly hap- 
« pen, in which there may be Occaſion 
« for it, to put an End to a Difference 
« between the Two Hoaſes, by influen- 
“ cing the Peers, and Forcing a Majo- 
« rity ?? This I think to be a Caſe ex- 
actly parallel. And yet, I hardly think, 
any Man of Senſe and Probity would re- 
fuſe to remove ſo Deſtructive a Power, if 
he could, merely becauſe there might 
poſſibly be Ore Caſe, in which it might 
do Service, amidſt a very great Number, 


in which it *, certainly do irreparable 
Miſchief, 
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I will not ſtop here to remark much 
upon the Inconbiftency of Thoſe, who lay 
the greateſt Streſs upan this ſingle Good 


Effect of the Unlimited Power of making 
Peers ; and yet profeſs, at the ſame time, 
2 Readineſs to confine the Crown to a 


very ſmall Number, at a time. For it 
is obvious that to limit the Crows at 
all, in order to hinder Numerous Occa- 
ſional Promotions, abſolutely deſtroys 
this Priviledge of making Lords enough 
to gain a Majority in Caſe of a Differ- 
ence between the Two Hoaſes : Which 
yet, at other times, They declare to be 
a Priviledge abſolutely neceſſary to pre- 
ſerve the Ballance of the ſeveral Parts of 
our Conſtitution. 


IV. Does not this Bill make ſuch an 
Alteration, as muſt give a great Shock 
to our Whole Conſtitution ? 


Anfv, If it be ſuch an Alteration, as 
gives more Liberty to the Votes of the 
Houſe 
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Hoaſe of Lords, and likewiſe to th: E- 
leftion of the Houſe of Commons, as well 
as to their Votes when Elected; it can- 
not be in any Senſe ſaid to give a Shock, 
but a great Advantage, to -our whole 
Conſtitution: And this appears from the 
Anſwer to the Second Queſtion. Beſides 
that it will entirely prevent one great 
Shock to our Conſtitation, which will be 
given every time that a Number of 
Lords be made for a particular Purpoſe ; 
whether a good one, or a bad one, With. 
out a Reſtraint, this Power muſt be 
ſuppoſed to be exerciſed by the Crown, 
in times to come, under ſeveral Mini- 
ſtries ; and I fay, every time it is exer- 
ciſed, the Conſtitution muſt ſhake, and 
draw ſo much nearer, not only to Con- 
tempt, but Ruin, 


V. Ts not thas Part of the Bill which 
relates to the Scorch Peers, contrary to 
all Rules of political Fuſtice and Equity, 
by which all Legillacors ought to con. 
duct themſelves ?. 


C Anſw. 
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Anſw. Let Them, who anſwer this in 
the Affirmative, ſhew that this Condi- 
tion of Electing and being Elected, in 
the Manner eſtabliſhed at the Union, 
was, by the Choice and Determination 
of the Lords of Scotland themſelves, pre- 
ferr'd and pitcht upon, as the only Me- 
thod they would accept of, and as an ho- 
hourable and ſuitable Compenſation, in 
Conſideration of which alone, they would 
ſtipulate to alter their former State. It 
will not be ſufficient to ſhew that this 
was voted in a Scotch Parliament, in which 
the Commons ſat with the Lords, and 
helped to lay this Condition upon them. 
For the Injuſtice here ſuppoſed touches 
the Loras only; towards whom I cannot 
think there can be any Injuſtice, unleſs 
they Themſelves did ſtipulate this, as an 
Eſſential and Unalterable Condition of 
their Concurrence in the ſubmitting to 
the Union. I ſay Eſſentia!; becauſe ſup- 
poſing again that this Method of Electi- 
on Was pitcht upon, as what occurred at 

that 
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that time as a proper Method; yet un- 
leſs it was ſo pitcht upon by the Lords 
themſelves, and pitcht upon by them as 
an eſſential Condition of their Stipulation 
with Exgland, never to be altered upon 
any Terms by the whole Legiſlature of 
United Great Britain; nothing leſs than 
this can make the Alteration of it unjuſt, 
in the Senſe of breaking any Part of the 
Contract, ſuppoſed by themſelves to be 


Eſſential at the time of the Union. 


The Argument taken from the Di/like 
expreſs d to it by ſeveral Scorch Lords, 
cannot prove any Injuſtice, becauſe this 
Diſlike may be raiſed at this time very 
artificially; and by ſuch Methods as 
are not at all to the Advantage of 
what is argued from it. There may be 
many private Views, and perſonal and 
party Ends, to be carried forward by 
this Diſ{ike at preſent. Nor are they that 
ſhew it at all comparable, either for Num- 
ber or Weight, to thoſe many who ei- 
ther acquieſce in it, or contend for it, If 

O 2 it 


( 20 ) 


it be faid that Theſe are ſuch as hope to 
be of the Number of the Hereditary 
Lords to be named; this is impoſſible 
to be true of all, or moſt of them ; and 
is ſufficiently anſwered by replying that, 
on the other fide, nothing makes any of 
the Scorch Peers uncaſy at it, but the De- 
ſpair of being of that Number; and that 


it is not the Injuſtice of the Thing thar 


at all creates their diſguſt at it. 


If the Diſlike of the Perſons concern» 
ed, be to determine this Point; the Diſ- 
like of the Election of Lords i 2 and I 
believe always has been, much Strong: 
er and much more Extenſive: And there- 
fore is an Argument for altering it, un- 
leſs any one will affirm ſuch an Abſurdi- 
ty, as that no publick Conſiderations can 
make it jaſt, without the Conſent of e- 
yery individual Lord. 


In fine, The Number of Scotch Peers 
to fit in Parliament is encreas'd, by this 


Bill, to Twenty Five; indeed beyond ex- 
act 
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act Proportion, on purpoſe to obviate or 
ſatisfy this Diflike ; which, one would 
hope, might be eſteem'd ſome Compen- 
ſation to the Scotch Peers, for this Alteras 
tion, at leaſt by Thoſe who think ir too 
great a Number for England to allow; 
conſidering that, at the ſame time, it is 
propoſed that all Exlinctions in theſe 25 
Peerages be for ever ſupply'd out of the 
remaining Peers of Scotland; Two Points, 
more valuable, and more honourable, to 
any Peer, than the Priviledge of elect ing, 
or being elected by, Ochers. No one can 
doubt, but that it is much more for the 
Honour of Themſelves, and the Freedom 
of their Yotes, that They, who are to ſit 
in Parliament, be changed to Herea:tary 
Peers; than that They remain to be re- 
turn'd to Parliament by a Mock. Choice, 
made by a Court, and purchas'd by Ma- 
ney. The Dion it ſelf was made, not 
only without, but azainſt, the Conſent per: 
haps of all the Principals of the Scotch Com- 
mons, And it, notwithſtanding this, The 
Unidos it ſelf is not Via; much leſs can 

if 


8 

it be Unjaft, merely on account of the 
want of ſuch Conſent of 4 Principals, 
in the preſent Caſe, to alter, upon Pub- 
lick Conſiderations, One ſingle Circame 
ſtance of that Union; and a Circumſtance, 
not only never declared Vzalterable, but 
which may indeed be call'd an Accidental 
One; the very contrary to which might 
have been ſettled at the Unicn, without 
the leaſt Thought of any Damage to 
Scotland, in the Opinion of any Perſon 
concern'd; and the Altergtion of which 
takes nothing ſubſtantial even from any 
particular Scotch Peer, but the Opportu - 
nity of having his own Vote bought, at 
ſuch Elections, for Another; or Another*s 
Vote bought for Himſelf; giving Him, 
inſtead of it, the Chance of being Him- 
ſelf one of the Hereditary ſitting Peers; 
or of that Honour's coming to Ore of his 
Poſterity, if not to Himſelf, in the Caſe 
af Extintions. 
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VI. But if this Bil ſhould paſs, is 
it not evidently ſo much to the Guſt of 
the 
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the Lords, that, let what will be the 
Conſequences of it, it will never be re- 
pealed again, becauſe they will never 
concur in that Repeal ? 


Anſw. Judge of the Confequences of 
paſſing this Bill and of not paſſing it, 
compared together, with a View to all 
that is moſt Eſſential to our Conſtitution, 
and to the Liberty of the Publick; and 
then anſwer this Queſtion by asking an- 
other, viz. If this particular Opportuni- 
ty be not raken of preventing thoſe fatal 
Conſequences, which muſt come in time, 
ſuppoſing the Crown to remain poſſeſſed 
of the Unlimited Power now velted in 
it of making Lords upon all Occaſions ; 
is it not too certain, that there never 
will be another Opportunity to retrieve 
the Loſs of the preſent? 
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